
j d  becher 
3540 stony point rd. 
grand island ny 14072 

Conuiussioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Conmituucations Conmussion 
443 12th Stleer. Nw 
Washngton. D C 205.54 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Tlio~isamls of American consumers have  already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoptlon ofa 
"1,roadcast flag" 1 ani writing to Join them As a mer of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will m a n  I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch IS otitside its 
prooper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software llcenses or conlputer operating systems 
tlwr constuners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their conlputers. 

Atithtionally, adoptionofthe broadcast flag wlll harm innovation. Many users of open-source software ale 
computer programmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Thes con'ributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to wmpete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source inlplemntations of VSB antl QAM 
ii~odulato~s antl denmodulators. preventlng open-source progammers from innovating in f i e ld  of digital 
ci~nmumcations rechques tlsed by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television p r o g r m n g ,  not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a i r  
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Thsrefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it i l legal t o  
watch digital televrsion on a computer using open-source software. It I S  for these reasons I urge you to 
proinore the digtal television transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast h g .  

Sincerely, 

JWI becher 

1 



T O  Page 1 of 1 6 45 45 PM, 10/28/03 5413023099 

October 28. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael 3 Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rlqhts. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movle studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me beinq charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
mahe an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do net 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine 

Sincerely. 

Greg Dunn 
810 Baxter St #B-1 
Athens. GA 3 0 6 0 5  
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FtCrnandated adoptlon ot "broadcast llag" technology for dlglta televlslon AS a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innovutlnn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competitke market tor consumer electronics must be rooted In msnutacturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allewlng movle Studlos to veto hatures ot DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studles to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly nllect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlortunctlenallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkes that llmn my rlghts at the behest ot Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Holly Stadtler 
9701 Stoneham Terrace 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
USA 
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October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federd Communicatlonr Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I UTI urntlng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for +tal 
television -4% a consumer and cltlzen, I feel s~ong ly  that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultlmate adophon of DTV. 

A iobust, compctltlve market for consumer Jectromcr must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equpment d l  enable the stud~or to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. n u s  d rmdt  m products thnt don't necessanly retlect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in m e  bang charged more money for mfenor 
timcttonhty 

If the FCC ~ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment m DTWcapable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlces that h i t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal telension. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely. 

Raliv Manglani 
96 Brook St  
Brookline. MA 02445 
CSA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgRal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competltke market tor consumer electronlcs m u n  be rooted In rnsnulaeturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features fl DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technaloglsts 
what new produm they can create Thla wlll result In products that don't nemararlly refleet what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged mom money for Inferlor tunctlonalny 

I1 the FCC Issues a broadcas? flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g b l  televlslon Thank you for your tlrne 

Slncerely 

Jason Whong 
4039 Watklns Road 
MlllpoR, NY 14864 
USA 
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October 22, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. C o w s  
Federd Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m "mung to volce my opposltlon to my FCC-mmdated adophon of "broadcast flad' technology for dgtd 
television. As P consumer 2nd citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovauon, consumer 
rights. and the ulurnate adopuon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electcomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Mowing mome stuudros to veto features of DTV-rcceptlon equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they C M  create. " h 5  wll result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually wan\ and it could result in me being charged more money for lnfenor 
funcaon+lity 

IE the FCC issues a broadcast flag muldate, I would actudy be less hkely to m& an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I ML1 not pay more for denccs that h i t  my n&tr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brondcsst flag technology for udrgtd telmsion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Taylor House 
3345 E Menadota Dr 
Phoenix. .42 85050 
USA 



October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Communicauons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnnng to voice my opposmon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtd 
telewsion. As a consumer and cihzrn, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovauon, consumer 
Lights, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

.4 robust. compeunve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m mpnufxturers' ahhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng mome studtos to veto features of DTV-recephon e q u p e n t  onll enable the s t u d m s  to 
tell technologrts what new products they CM crentc. ' h i s  onll rosult m products thnt don't nccessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actudy want, pnd it could result in me bemg chnrged more money for rnfenor 
funcnonllity. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag rnmdnte, I would nctullly be less hkely to m& an investment XI DTWcapable 
Leceivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlces that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for dtgd television. Thmk you for your bme. 

Sincerely. 

Amit Belani 
'96 Bronx kver  Road, #B65 
Bronnville. NY 10708 
USA 



shaun kelly 
628 mater 
unit G 
Eielson Air Force Base AK 99702 

Conmissioner Mxhael J. Cows 
Fztleral Conmumicanons Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washngton. D C. 20554 

Dwr Conmssioner Michael J. Copps 

As a Ibroadcast television viewer am1 consumer of electronics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Conwauucations Conmussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
woiild considei a regidanon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'I he broadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the public's mterest. It will prevent me fiom watchng tliRtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom rmm-to-rmm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also Imk out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or w a n  or to send a television clip of a hgh school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developzrs to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought OF I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTVandthe Windows Media Cenrer PC, whch exist today because they 
were bwlt to open standards using inexpensive. off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the niove to tligjtal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enJoyable. flexible. and 
axcituig. what conlpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'? A prettia 
plcturz is hardy enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and wnlputer 
eq~ipnient. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
tiansition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

sliauui kelly 
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OcIober 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Cornrnlnslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to volce my Opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of"bmadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bsd for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at O N  

I recently purchased a Panasonlc IOEh DVR Thls D lgh l  Vldeo Recorder has a hard drlve that can store upto 106 hours of 
vldeo 

"Greatl", I thought, "copy the kld's DVDsm the harddrk  so that the peanut butter covered flngen can't destroy the 
Dlsney orlglnall 

I flgured I could load up our DVDs llke a play 1191 and let the klds use the remote to control what they want to watch 
Maybe make a backup copy of a few of my Pavorltes to play on my laptop whlle travellng 

Well, guess what, the DVDs have the broadcast flag already on them You can't copy them uslng thls rnachlne 

My head v a s  splnnlng as I read the chapter of "can and cnn'f' on the broadcast flag Flnally, when I couldn't play a DVD I 
made fram a braadcast N show on my computer. I tookthe Mlnp back 

I WILL NOT BUY ANOTHER DVWHDN If R has the broadcast flag1 

Slncerely, 

Ed Wehner 
1201 Lydla Ln 
Salnt Paul, MO 63366 
USA 
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October 28,2003 

Commissioncr Michael J Coppn 
Federd Communications C d d o m  
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Wanhulgion, D C 20554 

D e ~ r  Michael Coppo, 

I am mtlng to voice m y  oppodtion to nny FCC-mnndated ndoption of "broadcaat Q& technolo$y for biejtpl telnidon As a c o n m e r  
wid o i t u e q  I feel strongly thnt such a policy would be bad for h v n t i o &  cornu +b. nnd ule ultimate a d o p h  of DTY 

A robust. competitive market for connunar elootrmric~ must be rooted m mnnuflcturcn' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing 
movie BtUdiOB to veto features of DTV-ree6ptiom equipment wUl a b l e  the rtudios to tell technologirrs what new products they can 
create This will result in produob that don't n c c c r i d y  r e a c t  what c o n m e n  like me nctuplly wnnL and it could r c d t  in me bevlg 
charged more money for inferior f u n c t i d t y  

If the FCC Dsues a broadcut flsg mandate, I would actupUy be lens Uely to make an i n v e h e n t  in DTV-capable receivers nnd other 
equipment I aill not pay more for devices that h i t  my nghtB at the behelt of Hollywood Please do not mandate bmadcnlt flag 
technology far digital television M you for your time 

SLicerely, 

DaGd Roth 
255 Ellwood Bench Eh 
aoleta, CA 93117 
USA 



Jack Somers 

Port Armsas Tx 78373 
345 Mustang 

Coinmissioner Michael J. C o p p s  
Federal Communications Comnussion 
44.5 12th Street. NW 
Wahngton. D C. 20.554 

Dear Conmussloner Michael J. Copps. 

As a broadcast television viewer and mnsumer of electronics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag IS neither in my interest nor the public’s interest. It will prevent me &om watchmg tllptal 
broadcast television in the ways I cmently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict m) 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-oom and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my cho~ce of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Ftuthermore, ifcomputers cannot fteely receive hgital television. how can I expect creatlve developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven’t even thought of? I value 
iimovatlve devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were bwlt to npen standards using mexpensive. off-the-shelfcomputer parts. 

I f  the move to digtal television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy m w  digital television equipment? A pretner 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equpment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jack Somers 

1 



Steven L. Scott 
540 11th street 
Hermosa Beach CA 90254 

Comssioner Mchael I. Copps 
Federal Comnlmcauons Comnussion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Drar Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hi oadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

I t  is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that 
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on theu computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opnsource  software are 
computer p ropanmrs  and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Then conmbutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB m1 QAM 
modulators and demcdulators, preventing opensource programmers fiominnovaung in field of drgtal 
commmcations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more w~th 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a1 e 
able to watch TV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to nuking It illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge yoti to 
piomote the dgital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steven L. Scott 

1 



Robert Guntllp 
1203 Price Reese Rd 
Lincolnton GA 30817 

Commissioner Michael J. Ccpps 
Federal Conmumcations Commission 
44.5 12th street, Nw 
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Mchael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer, educator, and consumer of electronics and compuier products, I urge the 
Federal Cornmucations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  surprrsed that 
the FCC would consider a regulation to restrict the way I enjoy and use television. 

The broadcast flag is not inthe public's interest. It wiU prevent me €?om watching digital broadcast televlsion 
In the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my ability to move the 
video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place, and especially eon1 
home to school 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way for my stepdaughter to watch shows using my 
choice of software on an airplane. 

Furthermore. if computers cannot k l y  rmeive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? 1 value 
innovative devices like TiVo, which exist today because they were built to open standards using mexpensive. 
offthe-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital televisiondoes not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, ancl 
excitmg, what conlpellmg reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equpment? A prettie~ 
pictwe is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer ofbroadcast television, I urge you to promote the chgital television 
tiansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Gunmp 
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Bryan cheung 
325 16thSt 
Huntington Beach, CA 92648 

Conumssioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Comnlunications Commission 
445 12th Street. N W  
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conumssioner Mchael J. Copps 

Dear FCC, 

I wish to add my voice to the voices of thousands of American software developers 

ailti constmrs who have already expressed their objections to the adopuon of a 

"broadcast flag" by the FCC. The broadcast flag nile advocated by the MPAA 

will cripple my ability as an independent software developer to develop conlpetitive 

software solutions that interact with. receive, or manage digitally broadcast media 

in con~uncuon with commonly available computer equipment. Such a rule is harmful to 

all sofitware developers in the digital broadcast matkzt. the consumers ofthe American 

public. and will create an amlosphere of stagnation in the broadcast media software 

nmket. 

hi miposing the broadcast flag rule, the FCC will in essence dictate to the software 

intlusmy how their products are to be developed and licensed, and which technologies 

they must use. This is an area which is not the purvue of the FCC - in a free market 

society. m k e t  forces should determine which technologies succeed or fail. not 

itnmandated and unnecessary restnctions created by the FCC. Consumers must he fiee 

to choose whch solutions and technologes they will use to interact with digtal 

hroadcasts The special mterests and greed of large corporations such as the M P A A  

llavi no place in discussions about COIISW~S' choice of their digital broadcast 

products. 

hdtlitionally, adwtion ofthe broadcast flag will harm innovation. 

1 
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Many users of opensource software are compurer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to 

improve the software. Their contributions and constant innovation is what makes 

opensource sofiware able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule ndvmted by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB 

and QAM modulators and demothdators, preventing open-source programmers 6om Innovatng in 

field of digital crmuiiunications tzchques tisecl by television 

Most Americans assunied that when television became digital. viewers would be able to 

do more with television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and 

flexibility tn the ways consumers are able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined 

to invest in the equipment to view chgital television. Therefore, the broadcast flag is 

lkely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to watch 

digital television on a computer using open-source softwe. It is for these reasons I 

urge you to promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the 

broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Bryan C h e w  

Sincerely, 

Bryan C h e q  

2 
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October 2 8 .  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
v e t o  features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
t h a t  don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Mark Leatherwood 
1100 S 2 0 0 0  E Apt K383 
Clearfield. UT 84015 
USA 



October 22. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
stronqly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-recepticn equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lest likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Marshall Robin 
5207 Beeman Ave 
Valley Village. CA 91607 
USA 
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October 22, 2003 

Commlssloner Mkhael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my Opposition to any FCCmandated adoptlon 0f"bmadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innoretlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competitke market lor consumer electrenlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to lnnwate for thelr 
cuotomen Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features of ON-reception equlpment WIII enable the studbs to tell eehnologlns 
what new produce they can create Thls wlll result In produce that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonslky 

If the FCC Issues a brOadCaSt flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to mal@ an Investment In ON-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  televlilon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

A Schwartz 
10908 London Dr 
Burnwllle, MN 55337 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wishington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I m WnMg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast fla$ technology for dgtd 
telewsion. A5 a conmmer and ahzen, I fed strondy that such a pohcy would be bad for Innowahon, conrumer 
nghts, and the ulhmnte adoption of DTV. 

A robusr, cornpentwe market for consumer clectxon~cr must be rooted m mmufacturerr' abhty to mnovite for 
thm customers. Allowng movie studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wl l  enable the studos to 
tell technologsts whnt new products they can create. This d rssult m products that don't nccessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actudlywaq and it could result rn me b m g  chnrged more money for mfenor 
funcuonllty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less Lkely to make an rnvestment rn DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d  not pay more for dences that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal relcwsion. n a n k  you for your ume. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Pickens 
15109 Ibmouta Dr 
Centreville, VA 20120 
USA 
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October I1,2W3 

Comrmssianer Michnel 1 C o p p ~  
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Sweet, NW 
Wnshmgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wria to voice my oppomtion to m y  Fccmandntcd d o p h  of t " h a d c a d  flag tochndogy for digital tclergion h P consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such n pdicy would bc bad for h o v a t i o q  conmner @a. and the ulhate  adoption of IYrV 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  eleotronici mwt be rooted in mnnufnchuen' nbiuty to innovate for their omtomen Auowhg 
movie studios to veto fentureo of DTV-reception equipment wlll a b l e  tlla rmdios to tell technologirts whpt new produca they can 
create This wiU r t d t  in producu that dm't neceiiarily ratltct whnt c o m m  likc mc PctuPUy want, and it could result in mc being 
chorged more moncy for inferior li~~~unotiomplity. 

If the FCC issues P broadcart flq mandate, I would aDtuelly be lera likely to make an invemsnt  in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devicw that lirnit my 
technology for digital television ThpnL you for your timc 

Sincerely, 

John Christensen 
330 W Diversey 
*I002 
Y 1002 
Chicago, IL 60657 
us4 

at the behest of Hollywood Plenoe do not mandate broadcast tlq 



October 11. 2003 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
nlore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Jay Ossiander 
3330 Hickory Crest Dr 
Marietta. GA 30064 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commissioner Mlchael J Coppi 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michsel Coppu, 

I mn ~ i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated ndoption of "broadcnfl h~') technobay for digital telehion ~r n consuner 
and citizen, I feel strongly that ouch a policy would be bnd for innovation. c o n m e r  rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTY 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c o n m e r  electronici mulit be rooted ul mpnufncturas' ability to innovste for their cuntomm Wowing 
rnovle mdios to veto feature8 of DW-reception equipment will cmble the studios to tell technologirts what new products they can 
create T l k  will r e d r  in products thpt don't n e c e i s d y  reflect what c o r n a m  like me n c M y  want, snd it could result in me being 
charged more money for d e n o r  hrnctirmality 

If  the FCC iuuues a broadcart ilag mandate. I would aDtuplly bo lsio Wrdy to make otl invalhnplt in DN-oapable reccivm and other 
equipment 1 will not pay more for devioa ihnt limit my righim nt the bchcrt of H d p o o d  MCMC do not tnandste broadcnrt flsg 
technology for dqjtd telcvirian Tnnnk you fcu your time 

siticerely. 

John Wallpc 
31 Ydu Ct 

Sscramento, CA 95833 
LISA 
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October 27, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to voke my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast (lag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed tor Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, competttke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In msnuhcturcn' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto featuns of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnterlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issu@s a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more br devlces that llmll my rlghtS at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal tdevlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Brlana Cavanaugh 
1720 12thAve #I07 
Oakland, CA 94806 
USA 



T O  Page 1 of 1 3 26 21 PM, 10R8103 541 3023099 . 

October 28,2003 

Commiseioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Conimunicationn Commismrm 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I ani w i t q  to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mudated adoption of "brondcwt tlsg technology for &tal television AI a C O ~ B ~ M C I  

and cituen, 1 feel strongly that N& a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

.4 robust, competitive market for C O N U ~ R  electronics mlut be rooted in mauufactunn' ability to innovate for their customen .4llormlg 
movie studio8 to veto feature# of DTV-reception eqdpent d enable the rtudioi to tell technclo$sts what new products they can 
create T h o  will r e d t  in products that don't X U C C Q Q ~ Y  reflect what c o m e n  like me ndunlly want, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for intCrirn fmct id ty  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would achlaUy be leis Uely to mako M investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
eqmpment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcnst flag 
teohnology for digital televioion 'hd you for your time 

Sincerely 

Chistopher Holland 
6822 22nd Avmue North 11278 
SGlt Petemburg, FL 33710 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated sdoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal tdevlslon As a 
consumer and eklzen, I feel strongly that such I pollcy weuld be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmste 
adoptlon of O N  

A robuSt, competntde market tor consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers8 abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customem Allowlng movle studlos to veta featuren of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studio9 to tell technologlets 
what new prOduCts they can create Thls wlll result In pmducl3 that don't necessirlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlor fundlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I will not pay more tor devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlrlon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Mlchael Peterson 
4105 W Rochelle Rd 
Iwlng, TX 75082 
USA 


